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for certain response costs incurred at the
Monroe Township Landfill Superfund
Site.

A copy of the proposed administrative
settlement agreement, as well as
background information relating to the
settlement, may be obtained in person
or by mail from the Office of Regional
Counsel, EPA Region II, 290
Broadway—17th Floor, New York, NY
10007.

Dated: December 16, 1996.
Jeanne M. Fox,
Regional Administrator.
[FR Doc. 96–33345 Filed 12–31–96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560–50–P

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Administration for Children and
Families

Submission for OMB Review;
Comment Request

Title: Comprehensive Child
Development Program Cohort 1
Longitudinal Follow Up Study.

OMB No: New Request.
Description: The purpose of this

collection is to obtain longitudinal data
from CCDP participant and control
group families regarding the health and

development of their children,
economic and social well-being of the
parents, and self-sufficiency of the
family.

Respondents: CCDP participant and
control group parents and children;
teachers of CCDP participant and
control group children; social and
health services delivery personnel from
each of the eight study sites.

Annual Burden Estimates:

Instrument Number of
respondents

Number of
responses

per re-
spondent

Average
burden

hours per
response

Total burden hours

1997 1999

Parent Interviews ...................................................................................... 1,325 1 2.08 2760 2760
Direct Child Assessments ......................................................................... 1,325 1 0.58 0 773
Teacher Assessments .............................................................................. 600 1 0.68 406 406
Service Delivery System Survey .............................................................. 40 1 0.42 17 17

Estimated Total Annual Burden Hours (1997): 3,183; (1999): 3,956.

Additional Information: Copies of the
proposed collection of information may
be obtained by writing to The
Administration for Children and
Families, Office of Information Services,
Division of Information Resource
Management Services, 370 L’Enfant
Promenade, S.W., Washington, D.C.
20447, Attn: ACF Reports Clearance
Officer.

OMB Comment: OMB is required to
make a decision concerning the
collection of information between 30
and 60 days after publication of this
document in the Federal Register.
Therefore, a comment is best assured of
having its full effect if OMB receives it
within 30 days of publication. Written
comments and recommendations for the
proposed information collection should
be sent directly to the following: Office
of Management and Budget, Paperwork
Reduction Project, 725 17th Street,
N.W., Washington, D.C. 20503, Attn:
Ms. Wendy Taylor.

Dated: December 16, 1996.
Robert Sargis,
Acting Report Clearance Officer.
[FR Doc. 96–33346 Filed 12–31–96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4150–04–M

Food and Drug Administration

[Docket No. 96F–0489]

Ciba Specialty Chemicals Corp.; Filing
of Food Additive Petition

AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration,
HHS.
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Food and Drug
Administration (FDA) is announcing
that Ciba Specialty Chemicals Corp. has
filed a petition proposing that the food
additive regulations be amended to
provide for the safe use of 5,7-bis(1,1-
dimethylethyl)-3-hydroxy-2(3H)-
benzofuranone, reaction products with
o-xylene as an antioxidant and/or
stabilizer for olefin polymers intended
for use in contact with food.
DATES: Written comments on the
petitioner’s environmental assessment
by February 3, 1997.
ADDRESSES: Submit written comments
to the Dockets Management Branch
(HFA–305), Food and Drug
Administration, 12420 Parklawn Dr.,
rm. 1–23, Rockville, MD 20857.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Vir
D. Anand, Center for Food Safety and
Applied Nutrition (HFS–216), Food and
Drug Administration, 200 C St. SW.,
Washington, DC 20204, 202–418–3081.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Under the
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act
(sec. 409(b)(5) (21 U.S.C. 348(b)(5))),
notice is given that a food additive
petition (FAP 7B4529) has been filed by

Ciba Specialty Chemicals Corp., 540
White Plains Rd., Tarrytown, NY
10591–9005. The petition proposes to
amend the food additive regulations in
§ 178.2010 Antioxidants and/or
stabilizers for polymers (21 CFR
178.2010) to provide for the safe use of
5,7-bis(1,1-dimethylethyl)-3-hydroxy-
2(3H)-benzofuranone, reaction products
with o-xylene as an antioxidant and/or
stabilizer for olefin polymers intended
for use in contact with food.

The potential environmental impact
of this action is being reviewed. To
encourage public participation
consistent with regulations promulgated
under the National Environmental
Policy Act (40 CFR 1501.4(b)), the
agency is placing the environmental
assessment submitted with the petition
that is the subject of this notice on
public display at the Dockets
Management Branch (address above) for
public review and comment. Interested
persons may, on or before February 3,
1997, submit to the Dockets
Management Branch (address above)
written comments. Two copies of any
comments are to be submitted, except
that individuals may submit one copy.
Comments are to be identified with the
docket number found in brackets in the
heading of this document. Received
comments may be seen in the office
above between 9 a.m. and 4 p.m.,
Monday through Friday. FDA will also
place on public display any
amendments to, or comments on, the
petitioner’s environmental assessment
without further announcement in the
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Federal Register. If, based on its review,
the agency finds that an environmental
impact statement is not required and
this petition results in a regulation, the
notice of availability of the agency’s
finding of no significant impact and the
evidence supporting that finding will be
published with the regulation in the
Federal Register in accordance with 21
CFR 25.40(c).

Dated: December 5, 1996.
Alan M. Rulis,
Director, Office of Premarket Approval,
Center for Food Safety and Applied Nutrition.
[FR Doc. 96–33343 Filed 12–31–96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4160–01–F

[Docket No. 96F–0493]

Gerard T. O’Brien; Filing of Food
Additive Petition

AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration,
HHS.
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Food and Drug
Administration (FDA) is announcing
that Gerard T. O’Brien has filed a
petition proposing that the food additive
regulations be amended to provide for
the safe use of a mixture of hydrogen
peroxide and sodium bicarbonate as an
antimicrobial agent on fresh poultry.
DATES: Written comments on the
petitioner’s environmental assessment
by February 3, 1997.
ADDRESSES: Submit written comments
to the Dockets Management Branch
(HFA–305), Food and Drug
Administration, 12420 Parklawn Dr.,
rm. 1–23, Rockville, MD 20857.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
James C. Wallwork, Center for Food
Safety and Applied Nutrition (HFS–
217), Food and Drug Administration,
200 C St. SW., Washington, DC 20204–
0001, 202–418–3078.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Under the
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act
(sec. 409(b)(5) (21 U.S.C. 348(b)(5))),
notice is given that a food additive
petition (FAP 7A4530) has been filed by
Gerard T. O’Brien, 2162 Skyline Dr.,
Gainesville, GA 30501. The petition
proposes to amend the food additive
regulations to provide for the safe use of
a mixture of hydrogen peroxide and
sodium bicarbonate as an antimicrobial
agent on fresh poultry.

FAP 7A4530 was submitted to the
agency on September 24, 1987, as FAP
7A4045. On March 9, 1992, because of
continued deficiencies in the petition,
which the agency had not filed, FDA
notified the petitioner that it would not
continue its review of this petition.

Information concerning microbiological
and chemical studies, which the agency
had requested in several letters to the
petitioner, had not been submitted.
These studies were needed to
demonstrate the bactericidal
effectiveness of the petitioned use of the
additive and the dietary exposure to
oxidation products that might be formed
on the chicken during processing.
Therefore, FDA planned no further
review.

Since that time, the agency has been
corresponding with the petitioner and
has still not received the requested
information. In a September 18, 1995,
letter to FDA the petitioner asked
whether he had exhausted his
administrative remedies. Before
receiving a response from FDA, the
petitioner filed a lawsuit against the
agency. After the dismissal of this
lawsuit, the agency responded to the
petitioner’s original question in an
October 16, 1996, letter saying that the
petitioner had not exhausted his
administrative remedies and that he
could either file a new petition that
would include the supplemental
information requested by the agency or
send a written request to FDA asking the
agency to file the petition as submitted
in accordance with § 171.1(i)(1) (21 CFR
171.1(i)(1)). The petitioner responded in
a November 4, 1996, letter indicating
that he wants FDA to approve the
proposed use of this additive and does
not intend to supplement the petition.
Therefore, FDA is filing the petition as
submitted, in accordance with
§ 171.1(i)(1). The agency has assigned a
new number (FAP 7A4530) to this
petition for administrative purposes.

The potential environmental impact
of this action is being reviewed. To
encourage public participation
consistent with regulations promulgated
under the National Environmental
Policy Act (40 CFR 1501.4(b)), the
agency is placing the environmental
assessment submitted with the original
petition that is the subject of this notice
on public display at the Dockets
Management Branch (address above) for
public review and comment. Interested
persons may, on or before February 3,
1997 submit to the Dockets Management
Branch (address above) written
comments. Two copies of any comments
are to be submitted, except that
individuals may submit one copy.
Comments are to be identified with the
docket number found in brackets in the
heading of this document. Received
comments may be seen in the office
above between 9 a.m. and 4 p.m.,
Monday through Friday. FDA will also
place on public display any
amendments to, or comments on, the

petitioner’s environmental assessment
without further announcement in the
Federal Register. If, based on its review,
the agency finds that an environmental
impact statement is not required and
this petition results in a regulation, the
notice of availability of the agency’s
finding of no significant impact and the
evidence supporting that finding will be
published with the regulation in the
Federal Register in accordance with 21
CFR 25.40(c).

Dated: December 12, 1996.
Alan M. Rulis,
Director, Office of Premarket Approval,
Center for Food Safety and Applied Nutrition.
[FR Doc. 96–33380 Filed 12–31–96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4160–01–F

[Docket No. 96E–0353]

Determination of Regulatory Review
Period for Purposes of Patent
Extension; DIFFERIN Solution

AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration,
HHS.
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Food and Drug
Administration (FDA) has determined
the regulatory review period for
DIFFERIN Solution and is publishing
this notice of that determination as
required by law. FDA has made the
determination because of the
submission of an application to the
Commissioner of Patents and
Trademarks, Department of Commerce,
for the extension of a patent which
claims that human drug product.
ADDRESSES: Written comments and
petitions should be directed to the
Dockets Management Branch (HFA–
305), Food and Drug Administration,
12420 Parklawn Dr., rm. 1–23,
Rockville, MD 20857.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Brian J. Malkin, Office of Health Affairs
(HFY–20), Food and Drug
Administration, 5600 Fishers Lane,
Rockville, MD 20857, 301–443–1382.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The Drug
Price Competition and Patent Term
Restoration Act of 1984 (Pub. L. 98–417)
and the Generic Animal Drug and Patent
Term Restoration Act (Pub. L. 100–670)
generally provide that a patent may be
extended for a period of up to 5 years
so long as the patented item (human
drug product, animal drug product,
medical device, food additive, or color
additive) was subject to regulatory
review by FDA before the item was
marketed. Under these acts, a product’s
regulatory review period forms the basis
for determining the amount of extension
an applicant may receive.
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